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377 Keahole Street, Honolulu, Hawaii
96825; the Lahaina—Pakui branch
located at 135 Papalaua Street, Lahaina,
Hawaii 96761; and the Market branch
located at 2005 Main Street, Wailuku,
Hawaii 96793 (collectively the
‘‘divestiture branches’’).

The proposed modification of the
Final Judgment is limited to Section
V.A., which requires First Hawaiian to
divest the divestiture branches to
federally insured financial institution(s)
that offer customers, at a minimum,
transaction account deposits and
commercial loans. Despite its best
efforts over a four-year period, First
Hawaiian has been unsuccessful in
finding a qualified purchaser for the
divestiture branches within the meaning
of the Final Judgment. Finance Factors,
Ltd., a company not authorized to offer
transaction account deposits, has now
offered to acquire the divestiture
branches’ outstanding loans and other
assets, as well as the non-transaction
account deposits. The proposed
modification would allow First
Hawaiian to satisfy the divestiture
requirements of the Final Judgment by
allowing First Hawaiian to sell the loans
and other assets, and the non-
transaction account deposits, of the
divestiture branches to Finance Factors,
or a similar business, with the prior
approval of the Department of Justice.

First Hawaiian and the United States
have filed memoranda with the Court
setting forth why the proposed
modification is in the public interest.
Copies of the Complaint, Final
Judgment, motion papers, the
modification memoranda, all comments
submitted and all further papers filed
with the Court will be available for
inspection at Room 200, Antitrust
Division, United States Department of
Justice, 325 Seventh Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20530 (telephone:
202/514–2481), and at the Office of the
Clerk of the United States District Court
for the District of Hawaii. Copies of
these materials may be obtained from
the Antitrust Division upon request and
payment of the copying fee set by
Department of Justice regulations.

Interested persons may submit to the
United States comments regarding the
proposed modification. Comments must
be received on or before February 18,
1996, by sending them to Mr. Ian
Simmons, Computers and Finance
Section, Antitrust Division, Department
of Justice, 555 Fourth Street, N.W.,
Room 9903, Washington, D.C. 20001
(telephone: 202/307–6164). Copies of,
and its responses to, if any, any

comments will be filed with the Court
by the Government.
Constance K. Robinson,
Director of Operations Antitrust Division.
[FR Doc. 96–2298 Filed 2–2–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–01–M

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—CAD Framework
Initiative, Inc.

Notice is hereby given that, on
October 11, 1995, pursuant to Section
6(a) of the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993,
15 U.S.C. § 4301 et seq. (‘‘the Act’’),
CAD Framework Initiative, Inc. (‘‘CFI’’)
has filed written notifications
simultaneously with the Attorney
General and the Federal Trade
Commission disclosing certain changes
in its membership. The notifications
were filed for the purpose of extending
the Act’s provisions limiting the
recovery of antitrust plaintiffs to actual
damages under specified circumstances.
Specifically, these changes are as
follows: (1) SEMI/Sematech, Austin, TX;
IKOS Systems, Inc., Cupertino, CA; Duet
Technologies, Inc., Santa Clara, CA; and
High Level Design Systems, Inc., Santa
Clara, CA; have joined as new Corporate
Members; (2) Earl F. Ecklund, Jr.,
Beaverton, OR, has joined as a new
Individual Member; (3) GenRad, Ltd.,
Fareham, Hampshire, UNITED
KINGDOM, is now listed as Veda Design
Automation Limited; (4) Harris
Corporation; Philips Semiconductor;
Racal Redac, Inc.; SGS Thompson; and
Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson, have
not renewed their Corporate
Memberships in CFI; (5) CPQD Telebras;
Mayo Foundation; and Nanyang
Technological University, have not
renewed their Associate Memberships
in CFI; and (6) John Chilton; Prem Jain;
and Andrew Scott, have not renewed
their Individual Memberships in CFI.

On December 30, 1988, CFI filed its
original notification pursuant to Section
6(a) of the Act. That filing was amended
on February 7, 1989. The Department of
Justice published a notice concerning
the amended filing in the Federal
Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the
Act on March 13, 1989 (54 FR 10456).
A correction notice was published on
April 20, 1989 (54 FR 16013).

The last notification was filed with
the Department on September 1, 1994.
A notice was published in the Federal
Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the

Act on September 26, 1994 (59 FR
49084).
Constance K. Robinson,
Director of Operations, Antitrust Division.
[FR Doc. 96–2296 Filed 2–2–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–01–M

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—Chemical Industry
Environmental Technology Projects,
L.L.C.

Notice is hereby given that, on June
13, 1995, pursuant to Section 6(a) of the
National Cooperative Research and
Production Act of 1993, 15 U.S.C.
§ 4301 et seq. (‘‘the Act’’), Chemical
Industry Environmental Technology
Projects, L.L.C., has filed written
notifications simultaneously with the
Attorney General and the Federal Trade
Commission disclosing (1) The
identities of the parties and (2) the
nature and objectives of the venture.
The notifications were filed for the
purpose of invoking the Act’s provisions
limiting the recovery of antitrust
plaintiffs to actual damages under
specified circumstances. Pursuant to
Section 6(b) of the Act, the identities of
the parties are: Air Products and
Chemicals, Inc., Allentown, PA; Akzo
Nobel Inc., Dobbs Ferry, NY; Battelle
Memorial Institute, Columbus, OH; and
E.I. du Pont de Nemours and Company,
Inc., Wilmington, DE. The nature and
purpose of the venture is to develop,
promote and conduct cooperative
research and development to address
environmental issues in the chemical
and process technology industries.
Constance K. Robinson,
Director of Operations, Antitrust Division.
[FR Doc. 96–2295 Filed 2–2–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–01–M

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—The Frame Relay Forum

Notice is hereby given that, on
September 15, 1995, pursuant to Section
6(a) of the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993,
15 U.S.C. § 4301 et seq. (‘‘the Act’’), The
Frame Relay Forum (‘‘FRF’’) has filed
written notifications simultaneously
with the Attorney General and the
Federal Trade Commission disclosing
changes in its membership. The
notifications were filed for the purpose
of extending the Act’s provisions
limiting the recovery of antitrust
plaintiffs to actual damages under
specified circumstances. Specifically,
the identity of the new members of FRF
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are: Micom Communications, Simi
Valley, CA; Inchcape Testing Services,
Lexington, KY; Jupiter Technology Inc.,
Waltham, MA; Xylan Corporation,
Irvine, CA; Level One Communications,
Inc., Sacramento, CA; and Presticom
Inc., St-Hubert, PQ CANADA. Name
changes include: Wiltel to LDDS
Worldcom, and Transpac to France
Telecom/Transpac.

No other changes have been made in
either the membership or planned
activities of FRF. Membership remains
open, and FRF intends to file additional
written notifications disclosing all
changes in membership.

On April 10, 1992, FRF filed its
original notification pursuant to Section
6(a) of the Act. The Department of
Justice published a notice in the Federal
Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the
Act on July 2, 1992 (57 Fed. Reg. 29537).

The last notification was filed with
the Department on June 16, 1995. A
notice has not yet been published in the
Federal Register.
Constance K. Robinson,
Director of Operations, Antitrust Division.
[FR Doc. 96–2297 Filed 2–2–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–01–M

Notice Pursuant to the National
Cooperative Research and Production
Act of 1993—Semiconductor Research
Corporation

Notice is hereby given that, on
December 11, 1995, pursuant to Section
6(a) of the National Cooperative
Research and Production Act of 1993,
15 U.S.C. § 4301 et seq. (‘‘the Act’’),
Semiconductor Research Corporation
(‘‘SRC’’) has filed written notifications
simultaneously with the Attorney
General and the Federal Trade
Commission disclosing changes in its
membership status. The notifications
were filed for the purpose of extending
the Act’s provisions limiting the
recovery of antitrust plaintiffs to actual
damages under specified circumstances.
Specifically, SRC has added IntelliSense
Corporation, Wilmington, MA; Solid
State Systems, Inc., Santa Clara, CA;
Cadence Designs Systems, San Jose, CA;
Dupont, Wilmington, DE; Ford Motor
Company, Dearborn, MI; and Novellus
Systems, Inc., San Jose, CA. The
following companies have been deleted
from SRC membership: DTX
Corporation, Lancaster, PA; M/A COM,
Inc., Lowell, MA; Matrix Integrated
Systems, Inc., Richmond, CA; Praxair,
Inc., Tarrytown, NY, Prometrix
Corporation, Santa Clara, CA; and
Sunrise Test Systems, Inc., Santa Clara,
CA.

No other changes have been made in
either the membership or planned
activity of the group research project.
Membership in this group research
project remains open, and SRC intends
to file additional written notification
disclosing all changes in membership.

On January 7, 1985, SRC filed its
original notification pursuant to Section
6(a) of the Act. The Department of
Justice published a notice in the Federal
Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the
Act on January 30, 1985 (50 FR 4281).

The last notification was filed with
the Department on March 7, 1995. A
notice was published in the Federal
Register pursuant to Section 6(b) of the
Act on December 5, 1995 (60 FR 62261).
Constance K. Robinson,
Director of Operations, Antitrust Division.
[FR Doc. 96–2294 Filed 2–2–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–01–M

Drug Enforcement Administration

Manufacturer of Controlled
Substances; Notice of Registration

By Notice dated August 21, 1995, and
published in the Federal Register on
August 30, 1995, (60 FR 45169), Celgene
Corporation, 7 Powder Horn Drive,
Warren, New Jersey 07059, made
application to the Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA) for registration as
a bulk manufacturer of the basic classes
of controlled substances listed below:

Drug Schedule

2, 5-Dimethoxyamphetamine
(7396).

I

Amphetamine (1100) .................. II

A registered manufacturer filed an
objection dated October 16, 1995, to the
registration of Celgene Corporation as a
bulk manufacturer of amphetamine
stating that they do not believe there is
need for another manufacturer. They
also requested a hearing if DEA would
not deny the application. Under Title
21, Code of Federal Regulations, Section
1301.43(b), DEA is not required to limit
the number of manufacturers solely
because a smaller number is capable of
producing an adequate supply provided
effective controls against diversion are
maintained. DEA has conducted an
investigation of Celgene Corporation,
and determined that effective controls
against diversion will be maintained.
The request for a hearing is not valid
since it was received after July 20, 1995,
the date Title 21, Code of Federal
Regulations, Section 1304.43(a) was
amended to eliminate the third-party
manufacturer hearing requirement for

objections to certain bulk
manufacturers.

Therefore, pursuant to section 303 of
the Comprehensive Drug Abuse
Prevention and Control Act of 1970 and
Title 21, Code of Federal Regulations,
Section 1301.54(e), Deputy Assistant
Administrator, Office of Diversion
Control, hereby orders that the
application submitted by the above firm
for registration as a bulk manufacturer
of the basic classes of controlled
substances listed above is granted.

Dated: December 15, 1995.
Gene R. Haislip,
Deputy Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration.
[FR Doc. 96–2315 Filed 2–2–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–09–M

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

[Secretary’s Order 1–96]

Time Extension of Secretary’s Order 6–
94, Establishing Pilot Project to Create
Concurrent Authorities and
Responsibilities for the Assistant
Secretary for Occupational Safety and
Health and the Assistant Secretary for
Employment Standards With Respect
to Certain Whistleblower Protection
Laws and Certain Laws Establishing
Labor Standards Affecting Field
Sanitation and Migrant Housing

January 26, 1996.
1. Purpose. Secretary’s Order 6–94

(published in the Federal Register at 60
F.R. 3655, January 18, 1995) established
a pilot program to test the efficacy of a
limited exchange of enforcement
responsibilities for certain
whistleblower and agriculture safety
and health programs, by granting to the
Assistant Secretary for Occupational
Safety and Health and to the Assistant
Secretary for Employment Standards
limited concurrent authority to enforce
the whistleblower protections and
agricultural safety and health laws
enumerated in sections 4.a. and 4.b. of
that Order. Section 7 of Secretary’s
Order 6–94 provided that the pilot
program would commence in the Dallas
Region, Southwest Division (excluding
New Mexico), and authorized the two
Assistant Secretaries to modify the
geographic scope of the program by
written agreement approved by the
Secretary. Section 2 of Secretary’s Order
6–94 provided that the delegations of
authority and responsibility established
by the Order would expire at the end of
the calendar year 1995.

The purpose of this Secretary’s Order
is to amend the latter provision to
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